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A REMARK ON RASMUSSEN'S INVARIANT OF KNOTS

MARCO MACKAAY, PAUL TURNER, AND PEDRO VAZ

ABSTRACT. We show that Rasmussen’s invariant of knots, which is ddriv
from Lee’s variant of Khovanov homology, is equal to an agales invariant
derived from certain other filtered link homologies.

ERRATUM: ADDED 29 JUNE 2012

We are grateful to Robert Lipshitz and Sucharit Sarkar fangig out two
errors in the proof of Proposition 3.2. in this paper. Fitdthe element, defined
in the penultimate displayed equation, need not be a cydeZand secondly, the
claim thats(\o,Z) = s(a, Z), just before the last displayed equation, is false in
general.

In consequence the proof of Proposition 3.2 no longer hatdsthe proof of
Theorem 4.2, which relies on it, is no longer valid. The clanthe statement of
Theorem 4.2, namely that the Rasmussen invariants defireedQoandF), for any
primep are all equal, must, for now, again be considered an operigaes

1. INTRODUCTION

In [2] Khovanov introduced a completely new way to define limkariants. He
associated a bigraded cochain complex to a given link amebifinks are ambient
isotopic, then the associated complexes are homotopy aqotv Thus by taking
homology a link invariant is defined. One of the first variaBoon Khovanov’s
construction was the theory defined by Lek [4]. Her link havgy) originally de-
fined overQ, is not bigraded but singly graded with a filtration in pla¢evbat was
the internal degree in Khovanov's theory. If one forgetsudltibe filtration, then
Lee’s link homology is completely determined by the linkingatrix of the link,
which makes it a rather poor invariant compared to Khovantwory. However,
by using the filtration Rasmussen [5] has defined an integariamt of knotss( K)
which has many wonderful properties. For example he shohegdhes-invariant
yields a lower bound of the smooth slice genus which led toraared completely
combinatorial proof of the Milnor conjecture concerning #lice genus of torus
knots. Another consequence is that if thvariant of a knot is greater than zero,
then the knot is not smoothly slice which is particularlyeimsting if the knot is al-
ready known to be topologically slice. Thdnvariant is also conjecturally related
to ther-invariant in Heegaard-Floer knot homology. Much of thigigplained in
the survey papef [6].

In [1] Bar-Natan introduced a new link homology theory defirever Fo[H |
where H has internal degree 2. SettingH = 1 defines a singly graded theory
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which can be explicitly computed (se€ [8]) and like Lee’satyedepends only
on the linking matrix. This theory is again filtered and ona cae Rasmussen’s
definitions to produce an analogossnvariant using this theory. The question that
motivated the current note was: is Rasmussen’s origisiavariant defined using
Lee theory the same as thenvariant defined using Bar-Natan theory? In fact
working overQ or IF,,, p a prime, one can define a family of link homology theories
depending on two elementsandt, encompassing Lee’s theory and Bar-Natan's
theory. Many of these theories give for a knot a two dimeraimector space in
degree zero and for such a theory one can define a Rasmugseimtgriant.

In the Section 2 we define the family of link homology theorafsnterest to
us. We choose the ground fiekito be one ofQ or IF,,, p a prime and the family
depends on two parameterst € K. We present a couple of computational results
and discuss integral theories. In Sectidon 3 we recall Rasem'sss-grading and
show that this is preserved by twist equivalence of theaiss by the universal
coefficient theorem. In Sectidn 4 we define Rasmusseémvariants (i, K), , for

any theoryNarising from a tripl(al~K, h,t) such thath? + 4t is a non-zero square in
K. LettingKK beQ or F,, (K andK possibly different) our main result is as follows.

Theorem[4.2Let K be aknot. Let, t, hicZ be such thab? + 4t =% £ 0
andh? +t =72 #£0withy # 0 € Kand¥ # 0 € K. Then

s(K, K)h,t = s(K, K)B,E'

2. A FAMILY OF LINK HOMOLOGY THEORIES

Let p be a prime and leK be Q or IF,,. Recall that e&Frobenius systerover K
is a quadrupld A, ¢, A, €), whereA is a commutative ring with unit, .: K — A
a unital injective ring homomorphis\: A — A ® A a cocommutative coasso-
ciative A-bimodule map and: A — K a K-linear map satisfying the additional
condition

(e®@Id)A =1d.
Khovanov has explained in][3] how a rank two Frobenius sygjeras rise to

a link homology theory and moreover that isomorphic Frobgsiystems give rise
to isomorphic link homology theories.

Example 2.1. Leth, ¢ € K and define
Apy = Kz]/(2? — ha —t)
with coproduct and counit defined by

Al)=1@r+r1-he1, Ax)=z0z+t1®1
6(1) :07 E(l‘) =1.

This is a rank two Frobenius system which in general is nagraded but has
a filtration obtained by taking filtration degredsg(xz) = —1 anddeg(1) = 1.
This filtration induces a filtration on the associated linkrtabogy theory. Note
that throughout we prefer to use the grading conventiongimgther than those
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in [3]. These theories are obtained from Khovanov’'s thedgyin [3] by special-
isation of the variablér andt to elements of. Whenh = ¢ = 0 the resulting
theory is Khovanov’s ariginal link homology with coefficiesnin K which we de-
note KH*(—;K). In this case the theory is genuinely bi-graded. WHken- Q,
h = 0 andt = 1 one gets Lee’s theory[[4] and wh&= F5, h = 1 andt = 0 one
gets Bar-Natan's theory [1]. We will denote the theory defifrem h,t € K by
Uy (L;K) for alink L.

There is one further idea from [3] that is important for ust Uebe a Frobenius
system and lefl € A be an invertible element. Then we davist A by 6 to obtain
a new Frobenius system with the same product and unit maprtewaoproduct
and counit map defined bt/(a) = A(0~'a) and€'(a) = e(fa). We call two
Frobenius systemuwvist equivalentf one can be obtained from the other via an
isomorphism and a twist. Khovanou [3] showed that two Fralesystems related
by twist equivalence give isomorphic link homology grouftss important to note
however that twisting may ruin nice functoriality propesiwith respect to link
cobordisms. Actually one can repair things again by workirigp the projective
spaces of the homologies, because only undesirable seatard are caused by
twisting.

The following propositions are derived from the work of Ld§ [Shumakovitch
[7] and Khovanov([3]. For this reason we only sketch the psdudre.

Proposition 2.2. Let L be a link withn components and lét, ¢, h,i € K.
(i) If K2 + 4t = 0 then there is an isomorphisti; , (L; K) = KH*(L; K).

(i) Suppose chdK) # 2. If h? + 4t # 0 and %ﬁi—fé = a? for some non-zero
a € K then there is a twist equivalencg; ,(L; K) = Ur .(L; K).

Proof. For (i) letz be the generator o (o andy the generator afl;, ;. If charnK) #
2 then it can be checked by direct computation that the mapeatefay1 — 1,
Yy x+ % gives an isomorphism of Frobenius syster)s; — Ag . In charac-
teristic twoh? 4 4t = 0 if and only if » = 0, so the only non-trivial case is when
t = 1 in which case the map+— 1, y — x + 1 provides an isomorphism.

For (ii) let z be the generator ofi; ; and lety be the generator ofl; ;. Let
b = 1(h — ah) and let4} , be A ; twisted bya~'. Then by direct computation
one sees that the maer;ht~ — A;z,t given byl — 1, y — az + b is an isomorphism
of Frobenius systems. O

Note that wherh = 0 andt = 1 the above result says that Lee theory dvgis
isomorphic to Khovanov’s original theory ovEs, a fact that was proved in|[3].

Proposition 2.3. Let L be a link withn components andl, t € K. If h? 4 4t = ~?
for some non-zerg € K then

dim(U};,(L; K)) = 2"

All generators lie in even degree and for a knot both genesdie in degree zero.
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Proof. Change basis to writd;, ; = K{«, 3} where

1
—g——(h—
o=z 3(h—1)

5=w—%(h+7)-

In characteristic two the conditioh? + 4t = v2 # 0 impliesh = v = 1, and the
basis change is = r and = x + 1 which is the change of basis used [in [8].
Courtesy of the condition? 4 4t = 42 # 0 this change of basis diagonalises the
multiplication:

?=ya fP=-9f af=pa=0.
The rest of the proof is identical to Lee’s proof [d [4] in whithe details of the
special cas& = Q, h = 0, ¢t = 1 and~ = 2 are provided. O

Khovanov's original link homology was defined integrallydagach of the the-
ories discussed so far also has an integral version. Indeedrobenius system in
Exampld 2.1l can also be defined ofZeresulting in the link homology we denote
by Uﬁ,t@% Z).

Proposition 2.4. Let L be a link withn components and lét,t € Z satisfyh? +
4t = ~?2 for non-zeroy € Z.
(i) There is an isomorphism
Up (LiZ) =22 - @ LT
’ -
whereT™ is all torsion.
(i) If h,t < pandvy # 0 modp wherep is a prime, therU;:,t(L; Z) has no
p-torsion.

Proof. If Ais the Frobenius system giviig; ,(—; Z) thenA®zQ is the Frobenius
system givingU;;t(—; Q). By the construction of link homology this means that
each chain group in the rational theory is the integral chadup tensored witlQ.
Thus the universal coefficient theorem gives
Ui (L;Q) = U y(L;Z) ©7 Q@ Tor” (U (L5 Z), Q)
= Uj(L;Z) ®2Q
Thus by Proposition 213
dim(Uy, ,(L; Z) @z Q) = dim(U}, ,(L; Q)) = 2"

from which part (i) follows.

For part (ii) we will prove by induction on that Uﬁ,t(LS Z) has nop-torsion
under the hypotheses given. Suppose ﬂ’@(L; Z) has nop-torsion fori < N

and now claim the same holds true for= N + 1. Note thatU} ,(L;Z) is non-
trivial only for finitely many values ot so the induction has a base case. By the
universal coefficient theorem we have

Uni(L;Fy) = Up (L Z) @7, Fp & Tor” (U (L Z), Fp).
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If Vis odd, then the left hand side is trivial since it followsrfrdPropositiori 2.3
that all generators are in even homological degree. Heade(U\,"(L; Z),F,) =

0 showing there is ng-torsion in U}]lvt“(L;Z). If N is even, by Proposition 2.3
we know the number of copies &f, on the left and moreover that the same num-
ber occurs in the first summand on the right, so the Tor groggasn trivial and
Ufl\”t“(L; Z) does not have-torsion. O

For integral Bar-Natan theory one can do slightly bettere Thange of basis
a =z, f = x — 1in fact diagonalises the theory so in this c8%eis trivial. For
integral Lee theory part (ii) above shows that the only gaediorsion i2-torsion.

3. RASMUSSEN S s-GRADING

As we noted above the theories we are concerned with are rgenaral bi-
graded but instead possess a filtration. €&(L) be the complex formed using the
Frobenius systeml;, ;, overK i.e. whose homology iéf;;t(L; K). As aboveK is
one ofQ or FF,, for p a prime and we are assuming + 4t = 2 for 0 # v € K.

Definep: C*(L) — Z as follows. Sep(1) = 1 andp(z) = —1 and for any
elementw = w; @ Wy ® -+ ® wy, € C*(L), wherew; € {1,z}, setp(w) =
p(wi) + -+ + p(wy,). An arbitraryw € C*(L) is not homogeneous with respect
to p but can be written a& = w' + w? + - - - w!, wherew’ is homogeneous for all
4. We define

p(w) = min {p(w’)|j =1,...1}.
Now for anyw € C*(L), define
q(w) = p(w) +i+ct —c,
wherect andc™ are the numbers of positive and negative crossings respbcti
in L. The filtration grading of an element s ¢(w).

As Rasmussen explains inl [5] this determines a gradilogm homology. For
a € Uy, (L; K) define
s(a,K), , = max {g(w) |w € C*(L), [w] = a}.
If there is no confusion we will supregsand¢ from the notation writings(«, K)
for s(a, K),, ;-
For integral theories we definda,Z) in a similar manner by restricting the
definition to classea in the torsion-free part o} ,(L; Z).

The s-grading satisfies some important properties given in thleviing two
propositions.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose chaK) # 2. If h?2 + 4t # 0 and Ziiﬁ = a? for
some non-zera € K then the twist equivalence of Proposition]2.2(ii) preserve
the s-grading.

Proof. Recall that ifx is the generator ofi;, ; andy is the generator ofi; ;, then

the twist equivalence consists of twisting, ; by a~! together with an isomor-
phism1, : Ug f(L;]K) — Uy ,(L;K). This isomorphism is induced at the level
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of Frobenius systems by; ; — A , defined byl — 1, y — ax + b where
b= 3(h— ah).

It is clear that the twist preserveso we only need to consider the isomorphism
above. LeC} ,(L) be the complex whose homologyli , (L; K) and similarly let
C7 -(L) be the complex giving/ .(L; K). Let: C7 (L )—>Cht( ) be induced

by the isomorphism of Frobenlus systems above We claimyhateserves the
filtration degree;. We can writew € C% (L) as

w = Z )\jej(y)

where each;(y) = e; ® e2® - - - With ¢; € {1, y}. By the definition ofy we have

W(er(y)) = a"Wer(x) + terms of higher filtration
wherer(I) is the number of’s in €;(y). From this it follows that (¢ (w)) = g(w)
since any terna; with ¢(e;) = ¢(w) also appears igh(w).
Next we claim that), preserves; i.e. fora € U; ~(L; K)
@ (@, K)j 7 = s(¢u(@), K)p, 1
Letw € C7 (L) such thafw] = o andq(w) = s(, K)j;, ;. Theny(w) represents
1« (a) and so
3(¢*(a)7K)h,t > q(Pp(w)) = q(w) = 3(047K)h,t'
Conversely, lev € Cj; (L) be such thajy] = ¢, (a) andq(v) = s(¢s (@), K);, ;.
Theny~1(v) represents: so
s(a,K)j 7 2 ¢ (v) = q(v) = s(¢u(), K)p,
proving [1). O

The next property involves the maps in the universal coefficiheorem. Recall
that the universal coefficient theorem provides a shortteseguence

0 —> Up (L Z) @ K —> Uy (L; K) — Tor“(U; T (L; Z), K) —> 0 .

Proposition 3.2. If h? + 4t = ~? in Z and~ is non-zero as an elementKfthen
¢: Up (L; Z) @z K — Uy (LK)
is an isomorphism that preserves thgrading.

Proof. It is an isomorphism since the Tor group is trivial: o@rlways and over
[, courtesy of part (i) of Propositidn 2.4.
Recall thaty is induced by the inclusion

$: Z*(L,Z) 9 K — C*(L,Z) ® K = C*(L,K)

which clearly preserves the filtration gradigg
To show¢ preserves we must show that given € U} ,(L; Z)/Tors we have

(2 s(a, Z) = s(p(a®1),K)
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Letw € Z*(L,Z) be a representative ef such thatg(w) = s(a,Z). Then
o(w ® 1) represents)(a @ 1) and so
s(p(a®1),K) > q(¢(w @ 1)) = q(w) = s(a, Z).

Conversely, let. € Z*(L,K) represenp(a®1) such thay(u) = s(¢(a ® 1), K).
We may writeu = > v; @ \; € Z*(L,Z) ® K. WhenK = Q let A be the least
common multiple of the denominators of the and whenK = F, let A = 1.
Definev € Z*(L,Z) by

AN vieh=veleZ(L,Z) oK.
Note thatg(v) = ¢(u) and moreover that sinegis an isomorphisnfv] = Aa.. We
also haves(\a,Z) = s(«, Z) and so
s(@, Z) = s(A, Z) Z q(v) = q(u) = s(p(a @ 1), K)
proving [2) and hence the claim. O

4. RASMUSSEN S INVARIANT

Let K be one ofQ or F, and leth,t € K satisfy h? + 4t = ~2 for some
0 # v € K. Let K be a knot and define

Smin( K, K)pe = min{s(a,K)M |a € Uy (K5 K), o # 0}
and

smax(K, K),, , = max{s(c,K), , |a € Uy ,(K;K), o # 0}.

Rasmussen’s-invariant for the theoryU; ,(—; K) is defined as follows. The
original definition in [5] is for the casK = Q.
Definition 4.1.
smin(K, K)j,  + smax(K,K)y,
2

For integral theories we may make an analogous definitiondiygus(a, Z)
which we recall restricts its definition to the the torsioad part ofU; ,(K'; Z).

Here is our main result. L& andK beQ or F, (K andK possibly different).

S(K7 K)h,t =

Theorem 4.2. Let K be a knot. Leh,t, h,f € Z be such thah? + 4t = 42 3 0
andh? +t =72 #0withy # 0 € Kand¥ # 0 € K. Then

s(K, K)h,t = s(K, K)Bf

holds.
Proof. Using Proposition 2]2(ii) and Propositibn B.1 we have
(3) S(Kv Q)h,t = S(Kv Q)E,E‘

Letting K’ be any ofQ or F,,, Propositior 3.2 implies
(4) S(K7 K/)h,t = S(K7 Z)h,t'
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From [3) and[(}) it follows that

In particulars(kK,F2), o = s(K,Q),; showing that thes-invariant from Bar-
Natan’s characteristic two theory is equal to Rasmusseiginal s-invariant de-
fined using Lee theory ovép.
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